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POINTERS 


~The Old Catholic view of the Lambeth Conference and the 
Unity of the Church is given in the article beginning on page 84. 
It has been translated from the “ Internationale Kirchliche 
Zeitschrift’, Berne, Switzerland, No. 1 (January-March issue), 
1949, pp. 16-22, and is printed here by kind permission of the 
author, the Reverend P..H. Vogel. Cross headings have been 
inserted. Kr. Vogel, a priest of the Old Catholic Church, has been 
appointed by the editor of the I.K.Z., the Swiss Old Catholic 
Bishop, * to observe reunion movements inthe Anglican Church ” 
‘In this, he says, Faith and U nity is a valuable guide because 
we stand for Catholic principles.” 

Ir. Vogel's article 1 is of spe ‘cial interest as representing the Old 
Catholic point of view.-Rather than merely quote the original, 
our translator has re translated from the German the quotations 
from the Lambeth Report, “ as possibly showing how he (Fr. 


Vogel) has understood things. 
* * * 


‘The United Church of Christ, of which we spoke in our Pojnter 
on page 75 last month, will now presumably be formed, since 


twenty-three of the thirty-four synods of the Evangelical and 
Reformed Church-—approval by two-thirds of the synods was 
necessary-—have voted in favour of union with the Congregational 
Christian Church in the U.S.A. 


Is it sufficient to be “ quite prepared to receive episcopacy as 
a good form of Church government ’’, as the Methodists in 
Ceylon are reported to have said they are? The Rev. A. Clifford 
Wilson, a priest in Ceylon, in an article quoted: in The Anglican, 
June, 1949, shows that it is not. . He Says, Ynter alia: — 

‘The rock on which all reunion schemes will founder will be 
. that of the Christian Ministry; for the Priesthood, which is to 
Churchmen the sure foundation-stone of all Liturgy, is to the 
Denominational Christian a stone of stumbling and rock of 
offence. 

‘* We who hold the Catholic Faith believe that ‘ the Church is 
the priestly Body of the Priestly Head, whose purpose is to liturgize 


towards God as did that Head when He was on earth’. For this <> 


reason the pamety work of the Church . . . is the worship of 
Almighty God. . 

“ Briefly, then, “the work of the priest can be comprehended 
under four main headings . | 


1. to offer the Holy Sacrifice of the: ‘Altar, 
2. to recite the Divine Office, 
3. to give himself to mental prayer. . . 


4: to intercede. ... 


‘“ However much a Denominational Minister may excel in 
3 and 4—and let it be justly and honourably said that many such 
have and do so excel—nevertheless in 1 and 2 they are entirely 
deficient through no immediate fault of their own, but by reason 
of the accidents of history, birth, and up-bringing. 

Quite rightly, from their gwn point of view and theological 
development, the Denominational Christians view the idea of 
the Minister as a sacrificing priest with horror. How, then, can 
they ever conscientiously come into union with Christians whose 
whole faith is rooted in that conception of the Sacred Ministry as a 
Sacrificing Priesthood taken from among men and ordained to 
offer gifts and sacrifices for sin for them in things pertaining to 
God (Hebrews v. 1)? 

‘‘ It is necessary to insist that a bishop is above all a priest. . . . 

“It is then, on the conception of Priesthood that Reunion 
schemes will founder—not because Churchmen are too ‘ proud ’ 
to give up Catholic Faith and Order, but because for them to do 
so would be to pronounce the doom of the Catholic Church— 
guia tmposstbile! 
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REVIEWS 


Equipoise: A Tentalive Introduction to the Study of Unity. 
. F. Cruttwell Blomfield. The Pax House. 4s. 6d. | 


Those who work for the Defence of Church Principles are often 
reproached because they do not make a more positive contribution 
towards Christian Unity. Eguipoise does not provide us with 
any scheme for constructing unity—the insight of its author into 
the problem of unity is too clear and penetrating for any such 
attempt. But she does in-a really masterly way show the 
indispensability of Catholic Truth to Christian Unity in a way 
which is singularly attractive and convincing. At the same time 
the tone is uncontroversial, free from any tinge of superiority, 
and never deviates from a simple unaffected charity. The Bishop 
of Brechin in his Foreword to the book describes it as “ great 
in its theme, great in its treatment of the theme, and great in 
insight and charity."’ Again he says ».** That the main theme of 
the "hick is profoundly and grandly 1 right, I: have no doubt at 
all ; and in every chapter I have found myself gratefully indebted 
“to the author.” 

The book is most timely. It comes out of the experience of 
seven years of controversy, and should be of great help in drawing 
together those who find themselves opposed to one another on 
this burning issue of our day. 

W. B. O'R. 


Reunion. His Grace The Lord Archbishop of Armagh. C.D.C.P. 
Pamphlet No. 15. 9d. 


This pamphlet consists of a paper read by the Archbishop of 
Armagh to the clergy of the Diocese of Glasgow. We congratulate 
those clergy on having had put before them by a Bishop a serious 
criticism of the errors of present-day reunion schemes. Amid 
the anxiety caused to Catholics by the present attitude of the 
English episcopate to reunion questions, not greatly (if at all) 
allayed by the findings of the Lambeth Conference, the publica- 
tion of this pamphlet gives welcome relief. 

Questions of ‘Order are dealt with definitely and faithfully. 
The opinion that “no particular theory of episcopacy need be 
insisted on ’’ is characterized as * unsound and unprincipled, . . . 
the rankest ritualism '’. * To urge the acceptance of an institution 
without insisting on any reasoned meaning of it reduces it, in 
my opinion, to something like mumbo-jumbo.” The various 
proposals for a unified ministry are reviewed and dealt with 
more clearly and briefly than we have seen hitherto. 

Those who have been disheartened by the uncertain or clearly 
unorthodox voices of authority raised in the English Provinces 
will find this pamphlet a cheering breath of outside air. 
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~~THE LAMBETH CONFERENCE OF 1948 
AND THE UNITY OF THE CHURCH 


(Translated) 


In contrast with the Lambeth Conference of 1930, that of 1948" en 
has neither produced discussions and controversies in the religious -~ ~ 
press nor in the secular. Apart from a few letters on the problem 
of the South India Church, and reports of a more general kind, 
the Church newspapers have up to now taken up no attitude. - 
The S.P.C.K., which. eight days after the close of the Conference © 
was already able to present a full printed report, published 
towards the end of September a popular illustrated statement 
under ‘the title “‘ Lambeth and You "’, which was very well got 
up, and will bring home to the mass of church-people the prob- 
lems handled by the Conference. As material for study circles 
and lectures, there appeared an illustrated brochure, also through 
the S.P.C.K., with the title “‘ Lambeth Questions ’', composed 
by Canon Dudley Symon. In addition, the monthly paper, 
Faith and Unity, began in its November number a series of 
articles under the title, ** The position of the Lambeth Conference 
in regard to principles of Reunion in general ”’. 

But this proportionately weak echo must not mislead us into 
concluding that the Conference of 1948 has left no impression 
behind it. Rather, it must be assumed that in the Reports of 
the Committees and the Resolutions so much material has been 
brought together that a detailed consideration, commentary, and 
criticism can only be undertaken after the most careful testing 
of the well-pondered wording. This applies especially to the 
resolutions on the Unity of the Church ’’, and the Report of 
the Third Committee, upon which the corresponding resolutions 
are based. The Committee on the Unity of the Church included 
sixty-six members. On account of excess of material it was 
divided into three sub-committees.-- The first dealt with relations 
with the Church of South India, the second with the non-episcopal 
Churches, and the third with the episcopal Churches and the 
Oecumenical Movement. As these resolutions and reports will 
play a great part in efforts towards unity and reunion in the 
coming years, they will be dealt with in greater detail in the 
following pages. ear. 


=— 


THE CHURCH OF SouTH INDIA 


The Church of South India is the first attempt to unite churches 
_ of the Catholic and Protestant traditions. The full significance 
of this step is not yet perceptible, the final consequences cannot 
yet be foreseen. The formation of this Church influences all 
future thought about the unity of the Church. In this paper we ~ 
have followed intimately the development of the so-called South 


India Union Scheme, ‘and can therefore express ourselves briefly. 


In the course of the many stages through which it has passed, the 
Anglican standpoint has been more and more pressed into the 


- background, but the Conference hopes that the existing defects 
_ may be removed. They would rather have seen the Basis of 


Union such that the Committee could have unanimously recom- 
mended full communion. We showed our doubts in this paper 
in 1948, page 207. We were of opinion that the * Form and 
manner of consecrating Bishops ”’ alone is no safe guarantee for 


the character o the spiritual office. 


= FURTHER APPROACHES TO REUNION 


The bitter and painful experiences of many Anglicans with the 
South India Union Scheme have led to this, that detailed princi- 
ples have been laid down for future union proposals. Resolution 
56 declares: (a) Questions of Church and ministry should be 
dealt with foremost ; (6) The first necessity for success is the 


- unification of the ministry, in a form acceptable to all the Com- 


munions in question. This fusion shall either take place at the 
inauguration of union or soon after. (c) The integral connection 
between Church and ministry shall be confirmed by the creation 
of a ministry acknowledged on both sides. (d) The aim of all 


Steps towards a united Church in a definite area shall be a Church 


with which the Anglican Church can enter once and for all into 
full communion. (e) If a Communion of the Anglican family of 
Churches proposes a step resulting’ in a separation from this 
family, it shall consult the Lambeth Conference, or the Provinces 
and other Churches of the family. 

In the acceptance of relations with. non-episcopal Churches, 
the Lambeth Quadrilateral and the Appeal of 1920 should serve 
as points of departure and leading principles of every Anglican 
approach towards the goal of reunion. As in the Anglican 
Church itself there odie the most different conceptions of the 
episcopal office (Does the episcopate belong to the esse or to the 
bene esse of the Church ?) the Committee is of the opinion that the 
acceptance of the episcopate as part of the life of the Church and 
episcopal Ordination as a rule of the Church is a preliminary 
condition for the formation of a united Church or for the estab- 
lishment of an agreement for intercommunion with Anglican 
participation. Room shall be left for the different interpretations 
of the fact of episcopacy, under the assumption that the historic 
succession will be correctly maintained, and that the functions of 
the episcopate will be such as have been evolved through 

tradition. 

No Union Scheme could be brought to a happy end which 
did not take into consideration and maintain the Anglican 
comprehensiveness. But it may rightly be asked: If this 
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comprehensiveness is emphasized so strongly, cannot the Com- “ 


munions with a Protestant tradition say, “ If already so many 
differences of interpretation are soe, why cannot a further 
difference be included ””’ 


SCHEMES FOR ORGANIC UNION 


There are two types of approach with a view to attaining unity 
which the Lambeth Fathers lay down in detail. An Organic or 
Corporative Union would lead to the formation of self-governing 
Churches, which.would certainly be distinct from their Mother- 
Churches, but could be in communion with them. Thus different 
dioceses in South India have seceded from the association of the 
Anglican Communion, but the Church to which they now belong 
can under certain conditions enter into communion with the 


Anglican Church. 


All schemes for Organic Union should be of suc a Kind that 


the emerging United Church is such as can be in full communion 
with all its Mother Churches. There are hopes of a gradual 
growing together of different traditions to a “* completeness ”’ 
On the other hand, such schemes have also their points of danger. 
In South India, for example, the Anglicans of the Nandyal 
district do not wish to join the South Indian Church, and on the 
grounds of an agreement between the Bishop of Calcutta, and the 
Moderator-Bishop of Kurnool, the Executive Committee of the 
South Indian Church is to be asked to exclude the Nandyal 
district from the area in which the Church of South India exer- 
cises its activity. Such,occurrences may perhaps recur in future 
organic unions, and the cause of Christianity may incur grave 
‘harm in Mission districts. 


SCHEMES FOR A MUTUALLY RECOGNIZED MINISTRY 


In the proposals for intercommunion between Churches in one 
and the same district, the Scheme is first of all treated on the 
basis of a ministry recognized on both sides. The Churches of 
diverse tradition remain alongside one another, but they seek 
after a commonly acceptable or interchangeable ministry as basis 
for close co-operation. Proposals of this kind are being worked 
out in Australia and Canada. In Canada it is proposed that 
ministers of the United Church of Canada, who desire it, may be 
able to receive priestly ordination from a Bishop of the Church 
of England in Canada, while contrariwise priests of this Church 
can be admitted to the ministry in the United Church. Of this 


1 There is some confusion here. The Moderator of the Church of South 
India is the Bishop in Madras. Kurnool is the C.S.I. See within whose area 


the district of Nandyal lies and from which the continuing Anglicans. 


desire and ought to be excluded. This matter has not yet, we regret to 


_ say, been dealt with as it should.—Ep. 


kind a ministry would be created, capable of recognition by both 
Communions. In Australia a common formula is proposed, which 
the Anglican Bishop uses in the laying on of hands, for the com- 
missioning of non-episcopally ordained ministers, and contrariwise 
the ordaining authorities of the other Churches in the com- 
_ missioning of Anglican ministers. Thus a valid and mutually 
_ acknowledged ministry could be created, subject to the regula- 
tions of the present Communion. 

In his famous sermon at Cambridge, in November, 1946, the 
Archbishop of Canterbury made the proposal, to present the non- 
episcopal Churches with the gift of the historic episcopate, and to 
allow them to adopt it to their own necessities. Thus, it is true, 
a parallel but mutually accettable episcopate would come into 
existence. Special reference is made to the passage in the Lambeth 
Appeal of 1920, which states that this would only be possible if 
the conditions of union are agreed upon in a satisfactory way. 

It is admitted, that both the last named proposals conceal 
within them certain disadvantages: the growing together of 
different traditions and their assimilation is rendered more 
difficult, non-episcopal Churches would not feel themselves — - 
attracted by them, because only a partial intercommunion would 
come into existence. (It is admitted) that before everything an 
episcopate hanging in the is not the correct procedure,! 
that theological objections, and also the question of the actual 
feasibility of it could be raised, if different episcopates exist in 
different denominations, and a series of concordats would have 
to be made between the Churches in question. All the same, such 
endeavours should not be discouraged, if they have, as a goal 
before their-eyes, the growing together and the final organic union 
of the Churches concerned. 


SUPPLEMENTAL ORDINATION 


In the discussions with non-episcopal Churches the question of 
the Unification of Ministries plays a great part, for which the 
expression ‘ Supplemental Ordination ’* has been widely used 
hitherto. On this subject, an appendix to the Report of the 
Committee—which is yet no part of the Report—places the 
following two views alongside one another :— seaioe 
_ [Owing to lack of space we omit the summary of the appendix 

which here follows.—Ed.] 

In Ceylon the preliminaries are fairly well ahead. In May, 1947, 
- an improved form of a Union Scheme was determined upon. By 
the unification of the ministry, which takes place in the eventual 
implementation of the Union, a kind of ** Supplemental Ordina- 
tion.”’ is proposed, by which anyone who submits to it, will be 


+ I think’ he means, Not the genuine article.’’—-TRANSLATOR. 


| 


granted such gifts of grace and such authority as he needs. [See 
end note.] 

In North India, no general Commission has as yet, to be sure, 
been nominated, but a basis for procedure has been found in a 
Round Table Conference. Here too we find a * Supplemental 
Ordination ’’, but the formula arrived at is ambiguous, as it 
contains among other things a passage which leads to the ex-’ 
pression, that all ministers, episcopal and non-episcopal alike, 
lack one thing in common. 


ow 


CONCLUSION 


The Report of the Committee is optimistic, at times verbose 
and extravagant, and full of hopes. It remains to be seen 
whether a part of them will be fulfilled by the time of the next 
Lambeth Conference. Above all, one might wish that the basic 
principles firmly laid down may be followed with real strictness, 
and that more resistance may be made to all attempts to water 
them down, than was the case in the South India Scheme. In 

no_question of making concessions 
that compromise him that makes them. South India is a grave 
warning. Also it appears to us, that too great stress has been 
laid on the diversities existing within the Anglican Communion, 
and above all the favourite **Comprehensiveness '’ conceals in 
itself mantraps of all kinds. Certainly the circumstances in 

- different Mission districts urgently necessitate a united Church, 
but Unity cannot be created merely at the Conference Table, 
behind it must stand Unity in the Faith, and the inexorable Love 
of Truth, even though it may result, for many of those who strive 
after Unity, in the renunciation of cherished ideas and human 
traditions. “* The Truth shall make you free’’: the Truth of — 

. Christ and of the ancient, undivided Church. 

\. Note. At the same time as our proofs, there reached-us I ath 
and Unity No. 33, which reports that in the meantime the formula 
hasbeen revised, not for the better. The paper writes, ** All these 
reunion schemes, which begin so promisingly, are step by step 
so revised, that the idea of priesthood is given up and the episcopal 
office remains in solitude in a highly questionable and attenuated 


form.”’ 
Pp. H. VOGEL. 


Communications for the Editor and subscriptions to Faith and 
Umsty (three shillings a year minimum) should be sent to the 
Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent, England. 
Copies of most back numbers of Faith and Unity are available and 
= ~ can be had from the Secretary, price fourpence each, post wee. 
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